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Tlie  question  of  referring  the  President’s  Message  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  stats  of 
the  Union,  being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  BAIIOLAY  said : 

i2ak.uk : It  would  be  unjust  to  myself  did  I not  say  that  I approach  this  subject 

jf 

. Still,  it  undue  to  a largo  portion  of  my  < -y  to 

why  ] rnnnot  agr  s to  this  i : ■ — vay  I cannot  consent- to  prin  tn  c.  L 

would  obs  jrvo  due.  courtesy  t i the  Pr  1 nt  of  the  U nited  blades,  and  to  his  offieia-l  e mnm- 
nications  to  tins  House.  This  one,  ho'wev  r,  is  of  a.  character  so  exlvaordi  th  tbs 
passage,  of  thp  usual  motion  to  print  would  1 s,  in  my  rent,  if  not  crirtiiual,  at.  least 
hi  I iftered 

I believe,  with  the  poison  it  carries  the  antidote.  . The  only  effvet  it  cun  have  upon  the 
country  Will  be  to  increase,  if  that  were  possible,  the  coil  smpfc  : stinst  i - a;  ior  and  the 

fy  . u'd 

not  sanction,  or  appear  to  sanction,  its  lsisrep  ■ Italians,  by  s tiding  it  to  the  public 
printer ; 1 would  only  have  it  dignified  by  sem ling  it' to  s >me  cb  ure  and  uua  y c truer  of 
f the  v > beneath  where  it  . : 

it  has  go  Ml  t < jo-ord 

pass  into  the  current  history  of  the  times  wiihout  meeting  from  the  ilopres-.  utatives  of  the 
people  such  denunciation  as  it  deserves.  As  one  o thos  s ativ  . pro  use  now  to 

enter  my  pretest  against  it ; and  in  doing  so,  I shall  ; dcavor  to  be  as  brief  as  possible. 

What  is  the  push  ion  of  Too  President?  Elected  with  great  unanimity  by  a eo..iib;rg 
people,  under  the  most  s ilomn  pledges  to  frown  upon  any  at  : ,o  in  C >ngre  s,  or  ot  .,  of  it, 
to  reopen  agitation  on  th  ■ slavery  question,  the  Chief  Magistrate  was  scarcely  warm  in  his 
; before  that  c nfi  nice-  which  t ey.  reposed  in  him  was  violated ; his  pledges  were 

broken,  and  h - i.vcc.Tc  1 cut  into  the  1 oisbrous  oe  a of 

f tb.e  Id!  v i 

raise  ; and,  i geutlei  2 ■ i .y  r : : i ■ 0 it  as  ti  vj  may,  that,  a d tiiafc  alone,  was  tl  s iv.se  of  1 • 
pmeral  agitation.  That  unnecessary,  reckless — indeed  1 may  say  iniquitous— measure, 
tek  the  v(  ry  heart  of  the  Democracy  of  1 fr<  3 Stat  ; with  t<  ror.  Tl  s in  1 i beheld 

■ : f respected  — . ■ ’ ■ • 

tl  -ty  yea  , 1 ly  as  i d,  and  its  tin  -hall  wed  d ments  torn  nsund  r.  The  people 
saw  the  evils,  which  the  Xovih  was  so  soli  u a1  s to  avoid,  brought  up:  a (die  Ci/.iiifrv  in 
defiance, of  the  popular  will,  They  saw  their  confidence  basely  betrayed.  They  dared  to 
remonstrate;  with  tiro  just  indignation  of  freemen. they  denounced  .sneb  a usurpation  of 
power.  Its  chief  authors,  aiders,  and  abettors,  were  < x :rat  where  human  ri  {hts  wore. 

' ■ ■ 

— ...  ion  Ay,  sir,  that  voice  reached  • ■ : ; 1 

pans  l its  miserable  incuml  nt  to  treml  > like  a c meted  criminal.  Ides  while  he  Cin- 
e.iifnati  Couvciiifpn  assembled.  With  easvur&nei  of  a rd  >d  high  way  m n.  the  President 
boldly  presented  himself  there  for  a reroiuiuetion.  When  he  ihore — like  ?•  me  old  and 

broken  down  horse  that  has  ffifd’od  ti  .*  of  Ids  days,  arid  done  ids  mast  tr’s  biddiir;; 

- — he  was  lly  turned  'but  to  grass!  ? — ld;:.g  cor-v-uti-tn,  bv  arts,  in  the  most 

unmistakable  manner,  repudiated  the  Prcciderit,  vet,  ; 1 ■ <•>  y dorsed  th?  --axurcs 

; . ingul  . of  '‘‘The  hewice  power  of 

public  plunder  1" 

, sir,  Lis  bones  being  blasted,  ndignarit  st  imagi  ary  wi  - , and  g 

■ x<  entive,  forge  d of  hi  a high  po  i yb>r  the  t • ' <<f*prctct  led 


constitutional  obligation,  takes  occasion  to  attack,  and  arraign  as  traitors  to  the  country, 
citizens  who  are  quite  as  intelligent,  if  not  as  patriotic  and  honest,  as  he  is  himself.  Neither 
age,  nor  integrity  of  purpose  through  a long  life,  nor  eminent  services,  nor  undeviating 
devotion  to  the  country,  seems  to  afford  any  protection  against  the  malignant  assaults  of  the 
President.  All  who  would  not  bend  their  knees,  and  worship  Baal,  are  included  in  his 
sweeping  censures.  How  is  it,  sir?  Has  that  distinguished  man — who  even  now  resides 
near  the  bounds  of  this  District,  and  whose  well-spent  life  has  been  devoted  to  the  advance- 
ment of  his  country’s  interest;  who  enjoyed  for  years,  as  none  else  ever  enjoyed,  the  esteem, 
the  devoted  friendship,  the  confidence,  of  the  great  and  immortal  Jackson — has  he,  now 
grown  gray  in  years,  indeed  become  a traitor  ! That  man  who  so  long  led  the  van  of  the 
Democratic  army,  and  whose  burning  words  of  patriotism  thrilled  through  that  mighty  host, 
and  gave  energy  to  every  arm,  is  he  now  engaged  in  destroying  the  very  work  which  his 
best  days  were  consecrated  to  accomplish  ? Can  it  he  believed  that  those  venerable  men 
who  grace  the  Senate  Chamber,  and  many  of  these  honorable  Representatives  here,  thatfAey 
have  conspired  to  tear  down  the  bulwarks  of  the  nation  ? Who  believes  it  ? Are  there  any 
*o  stupid  and  silly  as  to  think  that  not  only  the  hundreds  and  thousands,  but  hundreds  of 
thousands  of  upright,  peaceful,  law-abiding  citizens,  have  arrayed  themselves  against  the 
laws  and  Constitution  of  their  country,  and  are,  madly  rushing  on  to  civil  war  and  its 
attendant  horrors  ? Who  believes  it  ? The  President  hesitates  not  to  declare  it ; he  hesi- 
tates not  to  declare,  what  he  must  have  known,  at  the  time  he  penned  it,  to  be  destitute  of 
the  shadow  of  foundation. 

The  Executive  charges  upon  the  support  of  Mr.  Fremont,  in  the  recent  election,  the 
ulterior  design  of  disunion  and  civil  war.  I will  read  his  language  : 

“ Well  knowing  that  such,  and  such-  only,  are  the  means  and  the  consequences  of  their  plans  arid 
purposes,  they  endeavor  to  prepare  the  people  of  the  United  States  for  civil  war  by  doing  everything 
in  their  power  to  deprive  the  Constitution  and  the  laws  of  moral  authority,  and  to  undermine  the 
fabric  of  the  Union.” 

Sir,  is  this  the  truth  ? Have  those,  who  saw  proper,  in  using  the  elective  franchise,  to 
exercise  their  own  judgment,  and  tbs  independence  to  obey  its  dictates — have  they  rendered 
themselves  justly  liable  to  the  imputation  of  the  President  ? What  have  the  friends  of  Mr. 
Fremont  dune  “ to  deprive  the  Constitution  and  laws  of  moral  authority  ?”  What  “ to 
undermine  the  fabric  of  the  United  States  ?”  What  “ to  prepare  the  people  for  civil  war  ?” 
Their  light  lias  not  been  hidden  under  a bushel.  Their  acts  and  declarations  have  not  been 
confined  to  a corner.  Sir,  they  have  been  seen  and  known  of  all  men.  Tell  me,  then, 
wherein  that  large  and  patriotic  body  of  men  are  justly  liable  to  such  a charge  ? It  is  a 
gross  calumny.  There  cannot  be  found  one  act,  not  even  one  word,  of  that  party,  as  a party, 
to  warrant  his  denunciation. 

Flow  does  the  President  justify  it  ? He  says  : 

“ Pretending  to  seek  nnlv  t(»  prevent  the  spread  of  the  institution  of  slavery  into  the  present  or 
future  inchoate  States  of  the  Union,  theyr  are  really  inflamed  with  desire  to  change  the  domestic 
institutions  of  existing  States.” 

This  is  the  declaration  of  the  President,  and  he  proves  it  by  Franklin  Pierce  ! I doubt 
the  credibility  of  the  witness.  Common  justice  would  require  that  the  Republican  party 
should  only  be  judged  by  its  own  acts  and  declarations,  instead  of  the  declarations  of  a mali- 
cious prosecutor.  What  did  the  Fremont  men  say  ? How  did  they  define  their  position  on 
this  question?  As  some  gentlemen  seem  to  have  forgotten  it,  I will  refresh  their  recollection. 
Speaking  of  the  slave  interest,  they  say — and  I quote  from  the  first  authoritative  document 
published  by  that  party  ; 

“ We  acknowledge  that  it  is  large  and  powerful — that  in  the  States  where  it  exists,  it  is  entitled, 
under  the  Constitution,  like  all  other  local  interests,  to  immunity  from  the  interference  of  the 
General  Government,  and  that  it  must  necessarily  exercise,  through  its  representatives,  a consider- 
able share  of  political  power.” 

That  is  what  the  Fremont  men  said.  Yet,  according  to  the  President,  “ they  seek  an 
object  which  they  well  know  to  be  a revolutionary  one.’1  They  design  to  destroy  State 
sovereignty,  and  to  subvert  the  General  Government!  Did  ever  before  such  a bald,  naked 
misstatement  emanate  from  any  Chief  Magistrate  ? It  only  shows  the  depth  of  degradation 
to  which  the  present  one  has  descended.  He,  a mere  executive,  the  servant  of  the  people, 
turns  dictator,  and  then  arraigns  as  knaves  fourteen  hundred  thousand  noble  and  virtuous 
men.  who  only  desire  to  see  equal  justice  done — to  see  the  Government  administered  as  it 
was  by  that  long  line  of  Democratic  Presidents  who  have  gone  to  rest  with  their  fathers. 

That  is  not  all.  He  charges  the  northern  people  with  eudeavoring  to  steal  negroes  from 
their  masters,  and  then  doing  all  in  their  power  “ to  preveut  their  extradition  when  reclaimed 
according  to  law.”  This  the  President  claims  to  Ire  an  act  of  aggression  on  the  South.  It 


might  be  so  considered  if  it  were  the  truth.  But  it  is  not  true.  The  people  of  the  North 
have  never  attempted,  either  to  facilitate  the  escape  of  persons  held  to  service  in  the  southern 
States,  nor  have  they,  as  a people,  attempted  to  prevent  their  extradition.  And  tho  Presi- 
dent could  not  have  been  ignorant  of  the  fact.  Why,  then,  does  he  lend  the  weight  of  his 
official  position  to  circulate  a slander  ? Why  does  he  attempt  to  stimulate  that  feeling  of 
hostility  which  now  unfortunately  exists  among  many  in  the  South  against  the  northern 
people  ? He  evidently  has  a hope — a forlorn  hope,  I am  sure  it  is — that  some  balmy 
southern  breeze  may  yet  scatter  the  sands  from  his  political  tomb,  and  revive  or  resusciate, 
perhaps,  the  decaying  bones  that  lie  within  it. 

Another  act  of  aggression  on  the  part  of  the  North — so  declares  this  most  truthful  (!) 
document — was  the  refusal  to  extend  “ the  restrictive  geographical  line”- — the  President  does 
not  like  to  say  “ Missouri  compromise  line” — through  the  territory  acquired  by  the  United 
States  from  Mexico.  As  if  my  neighbor  and  I agree  to  keep  up  a partition  fence  through 
lands  which  we  now  hold,  and  I subsequently  refuse  to  make  such  an  arrangement  as  to 
after  acquired  property,  I become  an  aggressor  upon  him  1 The  proposition  is  simply  an 
absurdity.  But  because  of  this  refusal  of  the  North,  this  “ restrictive  line  ceased  to  have 
any  binding  virtue  1”  Because  I decline  to  execute  a second  and  distinct  contract  with  my 
neighbor,  the  one  sealed  becomes  worthless  ! The  logic  of  the  President  is  about  as  correct 
as  his  statement  of  facts  is  truthful.  The  Missouri  compromise  line  began  and  ended  with 
the  Louisiana  purchase.  It  was  complete  in  itself : and  how  the  mere  refusal  to  extend  a 
similar  line  through  the  territory  acquired  from  Mexico  could  affect  the  “ binding  virtue”  of 
the  lin<«  through  the  Louisiana  piurchase,  I leave  to  such  astute  minds  as  the  President 
appears  to  have,  to  determine. 

Then,  with  the  facility  of  a harlequin,  he  changes  his  position,  and  declares  the  restrictive 
line  to  have  been  unconstitutional.  If  it  were  so,  that  could  not  justify  Funic  faith.  The 
President  says: 

“ In  a long  series  of  decisions,  on  the  fullest  argument,  and  after  the  most  deliberate  considera- 
tion, the  8upreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  finally  determined  this  point  in  every  form  under 
which  the  question  could  arise,  whether  as  effecting  public  or  private  rights,  in  questions  of  the 
public  domain,  of  religion,  of  navigation,  and  of  servitude.” 

I may  he  proclaiming  my  own  ignorance ; but,  sir,  I have  seen  no  such  decision — never 
even  heard  of  one ; and  I think  I atn  safe  in  saying  no  decision  as  to  the  unconstitutionality 
of  the  “ restrictive  line”  has  ever  yet  been  made  by  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Stephens]  told  us  yesterday,  that  the  result  of  the 
election  shows  that  the  country  has  sanctioned  the  repeal  of  the  Missouri  compromise, 
indorsed  the  principles  of  the  Ivunsat-Nebraska  bill — as  understood,  I presume,  by  tho 
South — and  are  satisfied  with  throwing  open  all  the  Territories  to  the  peculiar  institution. 
My  colleague  in  the  Senate  [Mr.  Bigi.eh]  gives  it  as  his  opinion,  that  the  result  proves  that 
Mr.  Buchanan  is  to  be  the  next  President,  notwithstanding  his  minority  vote  of  nearly  half 
a million.  The  Executive  thinks  that — 

“ It  is  impossible  to  misapprehend  the  great  principles  which,  by  their  recent  political  action,  tho 
people  of  the  United  States  have  sanctioned  and  announced.” 

Here  that  functionary,  like  Peter  Pindar’s  Magpie, 

“ Peeps  knowingly  into  a marrow-bone.” 

He  discovers  that  “ they  have  asserted  the  constitutional  equality  of  each  and  all  the  States 
of  the  Union  as  States.”  Was  that  au  issue  in  the  last  campaign  ? I think  it  was  not. 
What  party  has  ever  denied  the  constitutional  equality  of  the  States?  None.  The  party 
which  supported  Mr.  Fremont  certainly  did  not.  Again,  the  President  says  : 

They  have  affirmed  the  constitutional  equality  of  each  and  all  the  citizens  of  the  United  States 
as  citizens.” 

Have  they  ? What  constitutes  citizenship  ? Birth  and  domicile,  domicile  and  naturali- 
zation. Thousands  of  negroes  were  born  and  now  reside  iu  this  country,  and  they  are  citi- 
zens. Hence  it  has  been  determined  that  they  are  entitled  to  constitutional  equality  with 
he  white  men  ! Was  this  the  issue  with  you,  gentlemen  of  the  South  ? Is  this  one  of  tho 
great  principles  determined  by  the  election  of  Mr.  Buchanan  ? 

“They  have  maintained.”  the  President  says,  “ the  inviolability  of  the  constitutional  right 
of  the  different  sections  of  the  Union.”  When,  I ask  him  and  his  apologists  and  defenders 
on  this  floor,  when  have  the  constitutional  rights  of  any  section  been  attacked?  By  what 
party  have  they  been  assailed  ? Only  bv  that  party  which  threatened  to  seize  npnn  the 
public  Treasury,  and  to  dissolve  the  Union,  if  the  northern  people  should  dare  to  elect  to  the 
Presidency  a man  of  their  own  choice.  If  this  language  means  anything,  if  it  has  any  point, 
it  must  be  intended  So  convey  the  idea  that  a citizen  of  the  South  may  take  his  negroes  into 
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- n.h/rks  tA  v:-«  l Slates.  anil  hi  !d  thera  sw  slaves  nmler  am?  by  virtue -of  tlie 
Gmstiti  ti  u of  the  1,'nuc  i.  Ah  ling  7 institutional  right,  the  President  founds 

an  argument  up  ...  that  cr«s(  tnpiion,  to  the  prejudice  of  northern  fealty  to  the  Constitution, 

so,  hut  ! 1 . 

■ as  affirmed 

"what  a?  1 iii  il  by  t ?:nto  be  an  article  of  party  faith.  The  doctrine  that  the  Constitution, 

7 ' 't,  carries  slavery  into  the  Territories,  and  that  the  sople  thereof  have  no  right 

*<■>  rxciui  s it  ti  ■'  -'Ugh  their  Territorial  Legislature,  was  denied  to  be  the  Democratic  creed. 

I was  i ■ in  ed  us  ncic-r  upon  the  party.  And  I here  undertake  t'o  say,  that  no  Penu- 

*y  ' - '■  I rat  ••••  l its  assertion  r.i  unmistakable  language  to  a Tennsvivania 
' 3op*e  < f.  tha  t £ 3 were  1 that  1 sDenn  :r  itic  ] ir  y,  instead  of  being  in 

slarory.  It  3 in 

r ie  ■ h nr  te.  I qn  <t  - fn an  his  remarks  1 n t.iS  message  now  under  consideration. : 

' ’ • . v . I tain fc  that  is  the  su  istancs  oc  the  quotation  I was  about  to  read.  The  Senator 

from  h.  :.  h (.'•r.r;lia:t  rema rfced : 

' 777  7 ' ire  •••::  ter.-u.  n • 7 slavery  • I hare  never  contended  for  it.  ITT  had  the  right  to 
w - 7 T r ■:  ■ C : • :es,  I t.-i  r.nt  undertake  to  d.>  so;  I would  leave  that  to  the 

choice  o:  : core  who  settle  the  new  commonwealths.’ 

• 1- all  the  Democratic  party  contend  for‘.  The  Set  1 

' 

r ■ 1 tion  that  we  seek  t he  extension  of  slavery  b J 

• eft  A-  -U  ovem  v:r.v,  i.;  untrue  V’’ 

I mocracv  on  this  subject — the  ITestor  of  the  South? 
3 refer  ! > t ie  Sent  ■■  r from  Virginia,  fMr.  Mason  :] 

; stated  my  position  with  perfect  fairness,  with  a single  omission.  I stated  that 

ical 

7 ■ -■  1 ;o:.  ' ;d,  as  tile  j r<  per  construction  of  the  Constitution,  that  ti  1 c institution,  thus 

recognized,  thus  pi  tc  ct  . t 103  1:  ad  . the  elci  icnt  of  political  power,  was  entitled  to  its  yurt  »u«cr>>t  - 

' - ■ . ■ expanded 

7 ; ‘there  was  no  , 1 is  . . eti  m to  limit  it,  and  there  is  no  juriscicUon  to  limit  it  in  the  Terri  to- 
ut?. sr.  i think.” 

- - ' 1 sat  to  ! e the  Senator’s  opinion  only.  Let  us  see.  The  Richmond  I’nqiii- 

inost  influential  in  tl  nth,  .under  date  of  De- 

cun!  ?r  fhh  18'.'.  says: 

’ ' 'his  sai  fii  n a.  < mis  and  Letcher,  speak  the  sentiments  of  their  colleagues  from  tho 
f 1 and,  whril  is  a such  greater  consequence,  tin  v give  utterance  to  the  pervading  impulse 
and  unau  is  will  ' the  people,  from  the  Potomac  to ‘the  Bio  Grande.” 

wry  !,  i '.'.7.  contains  a leader  under  the 
: licy  of  tl  ■ South.”  I quote  a paragraph 

fruni  tiii’.t  ark  v~.  rr'  ieh  is  signify  ant  ; 

reason  to  apprehend  is,  that  in  consequence  of  an  acciden- 
tal combination  ol  circumstar  ; its  equal i ty  of  political  power  in  th  ( onf  iera cy,  bo 

■ i n tho  Mor tli,  and  by  an  iniquitous  policy  of  legislation,  be  de- 

■ 7 _ . . pment.  It  is,  then,  of  the  last  consequence  to 

i,  tha t i t m aintain  its  equality  of  power  in  the  Union  so  as  to  protect  Us 
'■  ny  unjust  disci  Unination  against  its  interests  in  the  action  of  the  Federal  ffov- 

ut  this  result  can  be  accomplish  1 in  only  one  way  ; rid  that  is,  by  insisting  on  the  le- 
r - - 77:  i«  inxhiutioiiii  of  the  iiouth,  Yfe  must  keep  a self-;  rotecting  power  in  our 

and  equality  of  j’epressntation  in  the  Senate.  Let  the  peo- 
7 “ the  ; last  expt  ient  for  the  preservation  of  the  Union,  rally  upon  the  principle  of 

: - : ■ 1 llie  pro-slavery  power  jsari  pnwii  with  the  aggrandizement  of  the  | iwei  oft  1 anti- 

un  in 

virtue  of  the_necsssitics  of  self-protection.  Liberated  from  the  illegal  restrictions  and  unjust  oper- 
ion  oi  the  oral  Government,  and  left  free  in  the  development  of  its  splendid  re-ourecs,  and  the 

■ aid  inarch  forward  in  1 of ; y with  a 

; ‘ 1 te  * si  than  was  ever  witnessed  among  nations.  Oppressed  by  ths  burdens  of  unequal 

tax  a tu  : ■ i in  the  cultivation  of  Us  commercial  and  manufacturing  interests,  and 

depen  nc v 1 f the  anti- 

slavery  pqwrr.  This  is  the  alternative  before  us — a grandeur  without  paral  ! . ry,oranig- 

■ ■ tl  the  ca- 

i cer  to  wind)  interf  r.  and  every  manly  motive  beckons,  or  be  content  with  the  lot  of  tho 

' 1 may  wiii  r that  the  ex  our  institutions  is  an  im- 

IC-'V  i ing  is  impossible  with  the  pi  the  North 

' g onnd  cmiUl  we  stand  than  upon  this  issue  of  the  extension  or  restric- 
11,111  11  siovirry  ■ -1  the  rtrugy!-.'  is  to  come,  let  it  come  now,  while  yet  we  have  the  spirit  and  the 

!■■■  ■’  T ‘ ' ';i?  •’  nfl°y  ' 1 b-  : 7 U we  are  to  fight,  let  us  fight  for  a prin chile  which  in  essential  to  our 
1 our  independence  out  of  the  Union.  Henceforth  let  the  free  expansion  of 

its  ii.s'.Ur.lions  be  the  nl;im  1 am  of  the  .South.7’ 

s not  k in uv  t r part-  of  tlio  -Democratic  leaders  of  the  I h arc  cbw- 
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trotted  by  the  South  ? Those  who  will  not  be  subservient  get  no  foreign  missions,  and  arc 
usually  read  out  of  the  party.  Unless  the  free  North  will  consent  to  this  ultimatum — the 
free  expansion  of  the  peculiar  institution — the  chiral ric  South  will  rufSs  up  their  feathers 
and  fight : will  make  a fuss,  and  break  things.  Well,  sir.  if  things  have  to  he  broken,  let 
it  be  done  at  once. . But  I suspect  the  above  quoted  extracts  will  bo  sufficient  to  convince 
even  my  colleague  that  he  spoke  without  the  hook. 

I will  now  return  to  the  doctrine  of  the  President,  which  was  under  consideration,  and 
from  which  I have  digressed.  As  to  the  heresy  itself,  whence  is  it  derived?  From  what 

By  w i pr<  cess  of  t it  w -ely  t 

stitution,  hv  him  ti  1 1 y the  new  lights  which  now  guide  the  old  Democratic  party,  is 
rustean  bed,  which  they  can  ie  gtl  pi  ure — ■ 

a Delphic  Oracle,  which  will  unimeiate  whatever  may  suit  thdr  purposes  or  their  policy. 

The  Federal  Government  has  no  com  iu  u ■ id  power  to  acquire  territory.  Constitutional 
provisions  cannot  apply  to  territory  unconstitutionally  obtained.  Every  foot  of  territory 
ich  '■  n r have  r claim  has  1::-.  ac  nired  since  the  adopti  . t the  C institution. 
1!  ce,  if  there  be  such  a constitutional  pr  ’ision  as  is  n r claim  i by  the  advoci  cs  of  sla- 
very ei  et  .i  e i only  at  iy  to  such  tc  ’ s wo  had  when  the  Constitution  was 
adopted,  and  can  have  no  application  to  after-acquired  territory. 

1 t,  ir,  1 wi  2 irtl  •,  and  deny  that  y parti  cub  r pre  vision  of  tl  3 ' nstitntion  c< >n- 
i . t e alley  1 right,  or  tl  it  it  ( ' ui  y tir  structic  ,1  derived  from  th  t instru- 

ment as  a whole>„  We  are  told,  and  the  hackneyed  argument  is  almost  daily  repealed  in 
our  ears,  that  the  States  are  equal — that  the  citizens  of  each  State,  respectively,  are  entitled, 
under  the  Constitution,  to  the  rights  of  the  citizens  of  any  other  State — that  a Pennsylva- 
nian, for  instance,  may  take  his  horses  and  cattle  into  the  Territories  and  hold  them  rs 
property. there ; that  a citizen  of  Georgia,  being  entitled  to  equal  constitutional  right,  may 
take  and  hold  his  property  there;  that,  iu  Georgia,  negroes  are  property,  and  that,  there- 
fore, the  rigid  of  the  Gc  rgi  n t > carry  at  1 bold  r.c-gi  - there  as  slaves  is  indisputable; 
else  w mid  n t the citiz  f rgia  have  a . c v ’ ty  of  right  with  him  of  Pennsylvania. 
This  I believe  to  be  a fair  statement  of 

the  rights  (so  far,  at  least,  as  this  question  is  o ncer  ed)  } Dsses  y a citizen  < f any  other 
State,  I grant.  But  I deny  that  a citizen  of  V mr.sylvania  derives  any  authority  or  right 
whatever  from  the  Constitution  of  the  United  Stab  ike  an  1 hoi 1 his  horses  and  cattle 
in  the  Territory.  That  confers  no  such  power  upon  him.  lie  gets  it  from  a higher  source 
— from  God  iself f Here  is  t : grant: 

“ And  God  blessed  them,  and  God  said  unto  them.be  fruitful,  ar  t multiply  and  replenish  the 
earth,  and  subdue  it ; and  i are  dominion  over  the  fish  of  the  sea,  and  over  the  fowls  of  the  air,  and 
oxer  every  living  thing  that  moretb  upon  the  earth.” — • - i»,  chap  1,  2-S. 

liis  right  to  particular  pro;  r y is  deri  v 1 fr  ssi  n or  < . :-u  incy,  or  from  some 

conventional  means,  wi  ii  h,  f.  r the  most  part,  cl  po:  i p n more  muni  ;i  pal  law.  So,  sir,  the 
citizen  of  Pennsylvania  does  not  exercise  this  right  by  virtue  of  any  c nstitatiorial  provision. 
Neither  can  the  citizen  of  Georgia  hold  slaves  tlrtre  as  a constitnti  ml  right.  And  herein 
is  the  equality  betwe  n him  and  the  citizen  of  Pennsylvania.  Had  he  the  right  claimed, 

: h an  equality  as  the  G n titution  recognizes  between  the  citizens  of  sovereign  States 
cou  1 i t v st.  How,  tl  an,  c;  n the  South  pretend  that  the  s!  ve — that  property,  the 
tenure  of  which  depends  upon  local  law — should  be  protected  in  the  Territories  by  the 
Constitution  ? 

It  is  again  alleged,  that  the  Territories,  having  been  acquired  by  tl  1 c on  bloi  1 md 
treasure  of  the  country,  should  be  free  to  ell  alike.  So  they  are.  A :1  the  fri  nds  of  Mr. 
Fremont  claimed  nothing  more.  The  southern  men  may  go  there  with  the  same  species  of 
property  as  northern  men  ca  . N listincti  i is  made  between  them.  1 . sir,  could  a 

man  from  the  North  hold  in  the  Terr  it;  ries,  under  rv'  Constitution,  for  instance,  Chinamen 
<t  Japanese  as  slaves?  No  ! not  even  if  they  were  deemed  chattels  throughout  the  North. 
With  what  justice,  then,  can  a si  a veil  ol  ler  claim  the  c stitutional  right  hold  hum  h be- 
ings there  as  chattels  ? But  further,  the  mere  fact  that  the  Territories  were  acquired  by  the 
common  bio;  land  isi  of  the  country,  can  confer  no  constitutional  right' upon  either 
section.  Such  rights  arc  conferred  by  the  Const! tutu  n itself,  and  d > j ot  arise  from  any  ad- 
ventitious circumstances ; yet  the  President  in  his  incoi  si  lerate  n ;s  vge  asserts,  not  in  di- 

r i gilt 

t!  era  freemen  are  clearly  deprived. 

Bat,  sir,  1 must  j It  is  said  that  the  D tic  y : - - ■ : ve  one.  Far 
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be  it  from  me  to  deny  it.  It  ha?  progressed  so  far  as  to  lose  sight  of  those  noble,  heaven- 
born  principles  which  were  declared  by  our  revolutionary  fathers;  and  under  the  guidance 
of  its  present  leaders  it  is  hurrying  on,  as  rapidly  as  the  wheels  of  time  can  carry  it,  to  the 
veriest  despotism  the  world  ever  saw.  We  talk  much  of  our  liberty,  but  the  sound  alone 
seems  to  have  any  charms  for  us.  The  reality  is  not  much  heeded.  There  is  scarcely 
any  such  thing  as  individuality  now  in  this  great  party.  No  member  of  it,  if  he  comes 
from  the  North,  dares  to  have  or  to  express  an  opinion  of  his  own.  Should  any  one  have 
the  temerity  to  do  so,  the  northern  bloodhounds  are  at  once  unleashed  and  set  upon  his 
track.  He  is  a doomed  man  unless  he  will  suffer  himself  to  be  controlled,  guided,  or  intimi- 
dated, by  southern  power,  south*  rn  influence,  or  southern  dictation.  This  is  a mortifying 
fact,  and  1 blush  for  the  leaders  of  the  northern  Democracy  when  I declare  it. 

But,  gentlemen  of  the  South,  go  on  ! you  need  not  fear.  Lay  on  the  lash.  Whip  in  the 
restive  and  frighten  the  timid.  Command  what  you  will  to  those  leaders  who  will 
“ Crook  the  pregnant  hinges  of  the  knee 
Where  thrift  may  fol.ow  fawning,” 

and  you  shall  be  obeyed.  Yet,  1st  me  tell  you,  that  when  the  Democracy  of  my  native 
State  shall  know  your  ultimatum,  they  will  neither  tremble  at  your  threats  nor  respect  your 
commands ; but  they  will  repudiate  their  leaders  and  your  doctrines,  and  then  restore  that 
good  old  Democratic  policy  which  their  fathers  and  yours  inaugurated,  and  which  you  have 
deserted . 

[Here  the  Speaker’s  hammer  fell,  and  objection  having  been  made  to  Mr.  Barclay’s  pro- 
ceeding, his  hour  having  expired,  be  stated  that  he  would  publish  what  further  he  had  to 
say.] 

Do  not  deceive  yourselves.  The  construction  which  the  Democratic  party  of  the  South 
give,  to  the  Kansas-Nebraska  bill  is  directly  contrary  to  that  given  by  the  mass  of  northern 
Democrats.  You  say  that  the  people  of  a Territory,  under  the  operation  of  that  bill,  can 
only  exclude  slavery  when  they  come  to  form  a State  constitution  ; that  they  cannot  form  a 
State  constitution  until  their  population  equals  the  ratio  fixed  for  representation  in  Con- 
gress ; and  that,  till  that  time  arrives,  slavery  may  constitutionally  exist  in  the  Territory ; 
and  that  any  law  passed  by  the  Territorial  Legislature  excluding  it  would  be,  ab  initio,  void. 
In  short,  the  southern  Democracy  deny  the  correctness  of  the  doctrine  of  “ popular  sover- 
eignty,” and  utterly  repudiate  it.  But,  sir,  how  is  it  with  their  co-laborers  in  the  North  ? 
This  doctrine,  which  is  so  odious,  at  the  South,  those  of  the  North  cherish  as  a man  does  the 
apnle  of  his  eye.  Hear  my  colleague  [Mr.  Bigler]  in  the  Senate: 

‘ I am  of  opinion  that  the  people,  through  their  local  Legislature,  have  that  power.  I arrive  at 
this  conclusion,  because  I can  see  but  two  sources  of  law-making  power  for  a Territory — the  one, 
Congress  ; and  the  other,  the  peop'e.  I hold  that,  w hen  Congress  has  conferred  upon  the  people  of 
a Territory  all  the  law-making  pr  wer  whirh  it  possesses  under  the  Constitution,  the  power  is  com- 
plete in  the  people,  equal  to  the  question  of  domestic  slavery,  or  any  other  subject ; but  this  is  a 
legal  question,  and  I for  one  should  be  gratified  to  see  it  decided.” 

The  Senator  grows  eloquent  over  the  beauties  of  this  doctrine: 

If  the  rule  of  decision  by  popular  will  be  a slavery  rule,  as  alleged  by  some,  how  are  we  to  get 
clear  of  it  ? it  makes  the  very  foundation  of  our  whole  republican  system  ; it  underlies  the  institu- 
tions of  each  and  all  of  the  States;  it  is  the  very  essence  of  true  republicanism;  it  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  self-government.” 

If  this  bo  correct,  then  where  is  your  Democracy,  gentlemen  of  the  South  ? Now,  although 
Mr.  Buchanan’s  home  organ,  the  Lancaster  Intelligencer,  rebukes  the  Senator  in  thiswise: 

“ Now,  without  assuming  to  spe  ak  for  Mr.  Buchanan,  or  to  promulgate  his  views  on  the  topic* 
treated  of  in  the  Enquirer,  we  nevertheless  venture  to  assert,  that  Governor  Bigler,  and  nobody 
else,  is  himself  responsible  for  what,  he  laid  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  ; and,  further,  that  neither  the 
Pennsylvanian  nor  any  other  newspaper  speaks  by  authority  ot  the  President,  elect” — 
yet  did  my  colleague  express  truly,  as  fur  as  he  went,  the  sentiments  of  the  northern 
Democracy.  In  referring  to  that  speech,  the  Pittsburg  Union  says: 

“ We  lay  before  our  readers,  this  morning,  the  important  speech  recently  delivered  by  Senator 
Bigler  in  the  United  States  Senate,  in  which  he  states  the  exact  position  of  the  nothern  Democracy 
on  the  question  of slavery.  It  is  a blow  struck  at  the  right  time  and  in  the  right  place. 

And  this  is  indorsed  by  the  Clarion  Demociat,  under  date  of  December  22,  1856.  I said 
that  my  colleague  spoke  correctly  as  far  as  lie  went.  I now  propose  to  show  how  far  the 
Democracy  of  the  North  went  cn  this  question.  I quote  from  the  preamble  and  resolutions 
passed  at  the  county  convention  held  in  Butler,  as  published  in  the  Democratic  Herald,  July 
16  1856,  which,  the  editor  says,  was  “composed  of  as  respectable  a body  of  men  as  e^er 
aafembled  in  the  borough  of  Buder.”  It  says  : 

'■  This  is  deemed  a fit  occasion  to  define  the  true  position  of  the  people  of  the  non-slaveholding 
St?  tea,  and  to  declare  the  true  principle*  of  the  Democracy  thereof  on  this  great  question  : Therefore, 

“ eerf,  That  fhe  Dewceracy  of  the  non-slavehoMing  States  abe  sot  in  favor  of  negro  ilavery, 
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or  any  kind  of  slavery,  in  any  Slat « or,in  any  Territory  of  the  United  States  ; but,  oa  the  eontrary, 
are  individually  and  collectively  opposed  thereto.” 

And  then  "it  goes  on  with  declaring  their  indorsement  of  popular  sovereignty.  How 
similar  to  the  above  is  the  forcible  language  iti  the  Democratic  Standard  of  July  5,  1856, 
published  in  Concord,  New  Hampshire,  which  i%the  Democratic  organ  for  that  State.  It 
says : 

“The  Democracy  of  the  Nortji,  of  course,  desire, that  Kansas  should  become  a free  State.  And 
they  believe  it  will  so  become  under  the  legitimate  act'ion  of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  bill.”  * * * 

“ But  the  Black  Republican  leaders  are  not  iu  favor  of  this  .course  of  policv  in  reference  to  that 
Territory.  They  are  for  pushing  things  ahead,  and  urging  the  admission  of  Kansas  into  the  Union 
with  the"  constitution  adopted  at  Topeka.  This  course,  as  has  been  truly  suggested  by  Daniel  E. 
Sickles,  Esq.,  in  a recent  speech  delivered  at.  Rochester,  New  York,  will  probably  defeat  the  very 
end  at  whien  they  are  aiming.  It  trill,  in  all  probability,  force  a compromise,  which  will  be  the  intro- 
duction of  Nebraska  as  a free,  and  Kansas  as  a slave.  State  /” 

How  it  deprecates  the  idea  of  Kansas  coming  in  as  a slave  State  ! It  further  says  : 

“We  know  of  no  better  friends  of  the  cause  of  true  liber  y than  the  Democratic  party.  It  i3 
based  upon  the  great  principles  of  popular  freedom ; and  alti  ough  it  professes  no  fanatic  zeal  for 
the  black  men  of  the  country,  because  they  are  black,  yet  iTs  steady  march  is  to  the  emancipation  of 
all  men,  white  as  well  as  black,  from  the  shackles  of  bondage.  Such  is  the  tendency  of  Democrati’o 
principles,  and  such,  in  the  end,  its  sure  result.” 

Now,  let  us  see  what  the  Harrisburg  Patriot  and  Union,,  the  central  Democratic  organ  of 
Pennsylvania,  says: 

“ But  passing  over  this,  let  us  see  what  justice  there  is  in  the  charge  made  so  often,  and  with  such 
recklessness,  that  the  Democratic  party  is  in  favor  of  extending  slavery.  And  here,  at  the  outset, 
we  deny  the  allegation  emphatically  and  indignantly.  We  defy  those  who  are  continually  crooking 
upon  t’pis  subject  to- point  to  a'single  act  of  the  party — to  refer  to  a single  declaration  of  principles 
that  wiU  sustain  their  charge.”  . ^ 

The  Pittsburg  Post  says,  in  an  article  under  the  head,  “ A lie  well  stuck  to,”  copied  in 
the  Butler  Democratic  Herald,  August  13,  1856  : 

“ Some  of  our  Abolition  opponents  have  so  long  stuck  to  the  falsehood,  that  the  Democratic  party 
is  in  favor  of  making  Kansas  a slave  State,  that  you  can  occasionally  find  a weak  brother  who  be- 
lieves it.  But  no  man  of  ordinary  common  sense  and  intelligence  believes  any  such  thing.  It  is  a 
story  so  void  of  reason  that  it  cannot  obtain  belief.”  ’ 

The  Democratic  Herald  befoie  referred  to,  in  the  issue  of  September.10,  1856,  contains  the 
following: 

“ Our  opponents  thus  far  in  this  campaign  appear  to  be  engaged  in  an  effort  to  induce  the  people 
to  believ  e that  the  Democratic  party  is  the  iriend  of  negro  slavery,  and  in  favor  of  the  spread  of  that 
institution  over  the  common  Territories  of  the  nation.  This  is  done  with  the  view,  and  in  the  hope 
of  prejudicing  the  minds  of  some  against  the  only  party  that  has  ali&ays  been  found  advocating  equal 
rights  to  all,  and  opposing  special  privileges  to  any. 

“ To  slavery  of  all  forms  and  kiuds,  existing  anywhere,  we  are  naturally  opposed:  all  Democrats 
are  by  principle  opposed.  Then,  on  the  abstract  principle,  we  b :lieve  all  human  slavery  wrong  , and 
believing  the  negro  to  be  human,  though  of  far  inferior  race  to  the  white  man,  we  beli'eve  that  those 
who  take  his  labor  without  due  reward,  and  against  his  will,  do  wrong.” 

The  Hon.  John  L.  Dawson,  one  of  the  recreant  Democrats  who  misrepresented  their  con- 
stituencies in  voting  for  the  Kansas-Nebraska  bill,  in  a speech  delivered  at  a Democratic 
mass  meeting,  in  Greene  county,  Pennsylvania,  August  21,  1856,  says: 

“The  defence  of  the  Kansas-Nebraska  bill  is  to  be  found  in  its  entire  accordance  with  the  great 
theory  of  a Democratic  republic.  We  maintain  that  the  idea,  that  the  interests  of  slavery  gain  anv- 
thing  by  such  an  arrangement,  is  a mere  illusion.” 

Sir,  "the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Brooks]  was  right  when  he  said  : 

“That  the  greatest  differences  of  opinion  in  regard  to  the  true  construction  of  the  Kansas-Ne- 
braska act  are  entertained  by  northern  and  southern  Democrats,  and  by  each  among  themselves,  is 
beyond  doubt,  and  this  difference  is  the  shoal  which  is  threatening  us  with  wreck.” 

And,  sir,  he  has  given  a fitting  rebuke  to  such  Democrats  as.  were  disposed  to  dodge  be- 
hind the  bush,  and  to  play  upon  the  words  “ Free  Kansas.”  l7e  says : 

“The  assertion  has  here  frequently  been  made  and  uncont -adicted,  that,  at  many  of  the  Demo- 
cratic meetings  in  the  North,  the  people  were  rallied  under  banners  upon  which  was  inscribed, 

1 Buchanan,  Breckinridge,  and  free  Kansas.”  Have  not  large  placards  been  here  exhibited  with 
these  words  in  the  largest  letters  upon  them,  and  the  word  free  invades?,  We  are  told  by  our 
Democratic  friends  on  the  floor,  that  nothing  more  was  meant  than  that  the  people  of  Kansas  should 
be  free  to  decide  upon  the  subject  of  slavery  for  themselves.  W^iat  was  meant  is  not  the  question. 
How  were  the  words  understood  by  the  masses  ? What  was  their  effect  upon  the  voters  ? That  is  the 
question  ; and  if  the  presidential  election  was  carried  upon  fa:se  pretences,  what  cause  of  triumph 
have  we.” 

It  was  not  only  “ Buchanan,  Breckinridge,  and  free  Kansas,”  but,  as  the  extracts  which  I 
have  introduced  from  good  Democratic  authority  abundantly  prove,  it  was  also  u-  emancipa- 
tion of  all  men,  white  men  as  well  as  black,  from  the  shackles  of  bondage  and  “ that  the 
Democracy  of  the  non-slaveholding  States  are  not  in  favor  of  negro  slavery,  or  any  kind  of 
slavery,  in  any  State  or  in  any  Territory.”  It  was  by  such  means  and  such  declarations 


only  that  thousands  of  Pennsylvania  Democrats  waw 


^"induct  ' ! 


to  vote  for  Hr.  BnoLana 


And,  sir,  if  the  incoming  Adrainiss  • f / lotCand  power  to  make  Kansas 

slave;  ata,  and  if*  ad  to  i >“  ultimatum,”  then  will  the  “ scepter  depa 

fr<  Lii  / 

Sir,  w]  . remarks  yesterday,  attempted  to  glori 

this  Adi  of  this  Congress  in  thgjfr  opp  sition  to  Americanisi 

'ife  1 ivo  elapsed  . inc<  e a ry 

this  House,  save  two,  voted  for  a gentleman  for  Speaker,  who  hadfpledged  liimseif  to  all  d 
essential  principles .of  that,  party,  which  they  affected  to  condemn;  The  Senate  j i da  b 
(known  as  the  Toombs  hill)  which  contained  a clause — unlike,  any  other  territorial  bill  th 
lias  "been  passed  in  the  hist  try  of  our  G v rnment — prohibiting  persbns  of  foreign  birth  fro 
voting' iu  the  Territory  of  Kansas,  and  which  received  the  vote  of  every  Democratic  Sena 
was  present.  And  then,  sir,  the  four-regiment  act,  which  was  at  least  partially  crewi 
to  honor  a noble  and  distinguished  officer  with  a brigadier  generalship — a soldier  whom  tl 

s Adrn  ufeMbtion  <%sj ggjfMi  > iw&l  .... 

, and  w name  t 1 at  1 t 1 t 1 f IS  hielda,  \vi 

unfortunately,  is  a native  of  Ireland.  Well  has  that  con^Sy  been  enacted : “ She  stoops 
cw.i!  ner.”  * 

ir,  I will  now  1 in  7 : re  us,  in  which  the  I ' 1 puts  in 


cl  plea  of  justification- 'of  his  Kansas,  policy.  That  pica  is,  in  my  opinion,  a studr 

ry.  y is  a mo  >t  bitter  attack  on  those  sturdy  and  noble-hearted  piou.ee 


fslsifw  ! til  a ; i if  id  t ."  . r .....  * 

u,  e enjoy  the  fruits  of  unii  i in  hist) 

,’aud  wi  t / : re  entitled  to  the  protJ 

tiomof the  Govenmoent.^f-Was  it  granted  to  them?  Pajrotherwise.  Instead  of  tha^- 
rmitted  to  overrun  the  Territory,  Hostile  invasions  were  made  tit 
w rded.  Public  wrongs  were  committed..  The  balk 

wad  the  elective  franchiso  was  polluted.  Freedom  of  the  press  and 
y jfess  s were  destroyed — hotels  were  indicted  and  burned 
y '\  were  tarre  i ■ hered,  and  driv 


0.i ,, 


foreign  rorce  was  ] 
after  time.  Priva 
box  was  plunderc 
speech  was  strar 
the  ground  as  mvi: 
from  their  homes, 
tall  grass  of  the  prairie  sprang  the  dagger  of  the  assa 
jvvoh cr  were  presented  at  fl;  ? Jaeart  of  the  hardy  sc 
(.1  his  v lie  and  children.  M 
wronged  as  they  were,  th  .1  frim 
against  the  authority  of  the  Goner 


nnocciit  citizens  were  cut  to  pieces  yvith  kni\  mi  . . 


unmoved.  To  their  entree 

, tie" :)i 

to  petition  Congress  for  re 

j:  . 0 ■ ■ 

treason.  A modern  Jeffrie 

.10*1  w 
’ ! v?  j ?■ . 

were  most  stained  with  hi1' 

then,  might  a citizen 

TV  I , , 

* 

4 


d the  d 

i tier,  and  tasted  alike  his  blood  and  tl 
er  stalked  abroad.  Security  there  was  none.  I 
■ j ;ople  yet  submitted.  l\o  v ice  nor  arm  was  1 
d Government.  The  President  witnessed  all,  and  remain 
otection  he  remained  deaf.  For  peaceably  assembii 
re  seized,  put  in  irons,  indicted,  and  convicted 
1 fed  on  the  bench;  and  it  seemed  as  if  he  whose  ban 
is  1 y<  > oi  ident.  We 

„ e of  him: 

friends  than  hast  murdered  ; 

. lore  can  freeze ; 

' health  is  poison  ; 

f ;;v  1 ■ r • o hi-  'no.  •* 

•1  -ho  would  ; aint  thee, 
lip  as  thou  art, 


nuld  dip  his  pencil 


Cherished  arc  the  names 
that  gladdens  the  heart ; nr 
President,  too,  "has  a irvmuffi 


In  thy  putrid  H rod. 

Naught  but  thine  own  blood 
Can  ever  be 
Half  black  enough 
To  print  thv  villainy. 

So  accursed  thou  art, 

That  on  the  Stygian  coast 
T e Devil  would 
j Disdain  tln-a  as  his  ghost.” 

(the  great  cud  goo  !.  From  their  memories  ascends  a fragrar 
nemo  te  their  deeds  10!  1 1 ued,  ; . r,  1 

without  which  he  would  soon  be  forgotten — yes,  a mou 


ment erected  by  himself;  but  it  is  one  of  shame  and  undying  infamy  ! 


Printed  atthe Capital  City  Office,  Washington. 


